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“For other foundation can no man lay than that is laid, 
which is Jesus Christ.”—1 Cor. 3: 11. 

Christianity, like every other structure, stands or falls accord- 
ing to the foundation upon which it is built, We are told that 
there can be no other foundation laid but Christ. Without Christ 
there is no Christianity. But it is of vital importance for us to 
see what our conception of Christ is. There are many in these 
times who are highly cultured and exceedingly religious who 
profess a great regard and respect for Jesus. Were they called 
to lecture on Buddhism, they would say that Jesus was a greater 
prophet than Buddha; were they called to write an essay on 
the development of the religious idea through the philosophical 
minds of all the ages, Jesus would be given a place among the 
most sublime. But this is not the Christ that constitutes true 
Christianity. 

Jesus once put the same question to His disciples, “Whom do 
men say that I, the Son of man,am?” And in spite of all flatter- 
ing conceptions that His contemporaries had of Him, He was not 
satisfied, but asked, “But whom say ye that I am?” Then Peter, 
in a flash of inspiration, gave the true answer, “Thou art the 
Christ, the Son of the living God.” 

As philosopher Christ is not the foundation, nor as prophet, 
nor as religious reformer. The great problems of this life and of 
the life beyond would be unsolved for me if Jesus were a mere 
philosopher. He could not come to my rescue in the conflicts of 
the spirit. Christ, the Son of the living God, is the one foundation. 

Men may discuss the philosophical value of Jesus. His place 
in history and religion, and may differ in their opinions with 
regard to these aspects of His personality. But for the Christ, the 
Son of the living God, there is a reason as old as humanity for 
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His coming to this world, for His death and resurrection, and 
for His coming again. Sin, within us and about us, is the cry- 


ing need for His existence. Our limitations and inability to eradi- 
cate sin indicate the necessity of a power greater than that of a 
philosopher or teacher to accomplish what is impossible for us 
to do unaided. It takes a soul hungering and thirsting after right- 
eousness to find Christ as a Saviour, and it takes a Divine 
Saviour, in full possession of a convicted soul, to reveal to that 
soul, not philosophy but the will of the Father through His Word. 

Again, to be a real foundation Jesus must be absolute. We 
may differ in our opinions with regard to matters of secondary 
importance. That only shows that our state in the spiritual life 
is that of babes. We need to grow. But if we think that we 
cannot be true Christians without the historic episcopate, or 
without “holiness,” or without a certain form of baptism, then 
we are in danger of laying another foundation and building upon 
man’s opinion instead of on the living Rock. We too often for- 
get that there is a great difference between a mere belief and a 
foundation. We may believe in Jesus, and yet build upon our 
own opinions and concepts. 

If we ask a Roman Catholic whether his Church believes in 
Jesus Christ as the Son of God, he will answer in the affirmative. 
\nd yet, Christ is not the foundation of the Roman Church. 
To think that there is anything in common between the pope 
and Christ is a blasphemy. Avoiding unintelligible philosophi- 
cal or theological terms, we simply say Christ must be all in all. 
We cannot put any man, be he pope, bishop or priest, between 
Him and ourselves without minimizing His authority, and we 
cannot put our trust in the efficacy of any ordinance without 
minimizing the merit of His atoning sacrifice. 

He always speaks of Himself as the central figure, the only 
one between us and the Father. “Him that cometh unto Me 
I will in no wise cast out.” “Come unto Me, all ye that labor 
and are heavy laden, and I will give you rest.” “I am the Way, 
the Truth and the Life; no man cometh unto the Father but by 
Me.” “Tf ye shall ask anything of the Father in My name He 
will do it.” 


His mission was not to organize an institution which should 
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be called “The Church.” His Church was to be formed in the 
course of time, without spot or wrinkle, to be presented when 
complete to the Father. This Church was to be nourished by 
feeding upon His body and drinking His blood—the body given 
and the blood shed for the salvation of the world. Thus He was 
to transmit to her His own life, as the vine transmits its life to 
the branches. 

His work was complete. And if it was complete, then noth- 
ing remains for the sinner to do but accept it. Accept Him, 
receive His life, build upon Him, the only Foundation which 
can never be moved. Pope, priest, mass, confessional, are all 
useless, and how much worse than useless! They are all but 
shifting sand, while He is “the same yesterday, to-day, and 
forever.” 


THE VALUE OF CONVERTS 

The value of converts has been under discussion between the 
Bishop of Bristol and the “Tablet.” The latter had declared that 
the imports to the Roman Catholic Church were all good men and 
true. Some, indeed, of these she had quickly raised to places of 
honor. But the “Tablet” said that the exports from the Church, 
those who left her pale, were all more or less wreckage, those 
whom she was glad to be quit of, and the “Tablet” cites as confir- 
mation of this view the following words of the bishop: “I have not 
been able to recommend any of them to the archbishop for admis- 
sion. The usual result of our conversations was that I quite saw 
the force of their desire to leave their ministry, but I could not see 
why they should come to us.” These words, it is evident, prove 
nothing except as to the individuals whom the bishop interviewed. 
Even as they stand they prove nothing for or against the char- 
acter, as distinguished from other essentials, of the Protestant 
ministry. That some good men and true have come from the 
Church of Rome and have become honored ministers of the Gos- 
pel is too plain to be controverted. If they are only a small pro- 
portion of the converts, and if the major number are unworthy 
men, does this not raise a question as to the comparative worth 
of the churches; the Anglican sending out devout but mistaken 
men, the Roman breeding to a poorer strain that develops those 
who need to be cast out?—The Bulwark, December, 1912. 
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TRANSLATION OF LETTERS SENT TO ROME 
FOR PERMISSION TO PROSECUTE THE 
BISHOP IN THE CIVIL COURT 


BY THE REV. ALEXANDER L. A. KLAUDER. 


Note.—By the laws of the Catholic Church it is positively pro- 
hibited, under pain of excommunication, to bring an ecclesiastic 
before the civil court without leave from the higher authorities 
of the Church and without prior recourse to her tribunals. Hav- 
ing applied to the apostolic delegate at Washington, after his 
failure to adjust our affairs, for the above permission, we were 
informed by him that he did not have this jurisdiction for the 
prosecution of bishops. After several inquiries of him we were 
directed by him to apply to the Sacred Tribunal of the Peniten- 
tiaria. This we did. After six weeks the application was re- 
turned to us as having been directed to the wrong tribunal, and 
we were instructed to apply to the Sacred Consistorial Congre- 
gation. This we have done twice within the past five months, 
but without any answer or acknowledgment of our application. 
If the Church has no concern for our affairs or for the scan- 
dals involved in our case, we think it perfectly proper to acquaint 
the public with our position. 

[First Letter. ] 
Malone, N. Y., November 22, I9I1. 
To Cajetan Cardinal de Lai, Secretary, Sacred Congregation of 
the Consistory. 
Most Eminent and Illustrious Sir: 

I beg of you the unusual and regrettable permission to prose- 
cute my bishop, Henry Gabriels, in the civil court on account of 
the injury, not to be otherwise redressed, which he has done to 
my good name, living and sacerdotal career, by having me illeg- 
ally, upon the false plea of insanity, thrown into a public asylum; 
and for having me, while I was detained in the institution and 
without any decision of alienists, removed from my parish, without 
also any judicial trial, and contrary to the canons established by 
the late decree, ‘Maxima cura”; so that now being released from 
the insane asylum by the Supreme Court, and at the present time 
without any ecclesiastical charge or support whatever I am com- 
pelled to have recourse to the civil courts as my only defense and 
source of redress. 

In vain have I appealed again and again to the apostolic dele- 
gate at Washington against the many unjust acts of this bishop 
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and the abuses of his diocese. In this present case has His Excel- 
lency again referred me to the court of the bishop; but as the 
latter has violated all ecclesiastical and civil laws in my case, 
recourse to him is out of the question. I have no defense or 
protection whatever against this man’s unjust and violent acts, 
except through the civil courts. A priest now over thirty years, 
never accused of any criminal or disciplinary violation and well 
known through my writings and apostolic labors, I am compelled 
to live in exile from the sacred ministry, with no support and with 
my small fortune vanishing; my days are passing in poverty and 
bitterness of soul. 

Three times has his lordship taken my charges away from 
me without any promotion, investigation or the semblance of a 
judicial process, against all my petitions and those of my trus- 
tees for due investigation of the abuses existing in my parishes. 
He has almost completely neglected the canonical visitations. The 
visitations which he makes as rarely as between five and seven 
years, and which he calls canonical visitations, when he confers 
the sacrament of confirmation, scarcely deserve the name of visi- 
tations. Abuses have grown in the parishes to such an extent 
that they cannot now be administered without great difficulty 
and the violation of both the laws and good morals. 

On the first occasion he removed me under the plea of non- 
residence in my mission, whereas the small and recently formed 
parish had no parish house, and the parishoners refused to either 
build or rent a rectory, since they had been separated from the 
old mother-parish against their will and remonstrance. I asked 
for an investigation of the conditions, but the bishop refused the 
investigation and ordered te, in the face of all my explanations, 
to another poorer and harder mission. But the real reason for 
the transfer was the necessity of accommodating other guilty 
priests. He had to find a place, without delay, for a young priest 
who was giving grave scandal in his mission. He had assaulted 
a woman in the confessional, and was guilty of other gross acts 
of immorality. Another reason was to bring about peace with 
a neighboring pastor and acquiesce to his importunities, since he 
was demented and caused much trouble in these missions. This 
unjust arrangement of the bishop, however, soon bore its fruit 
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in still greater disaster and public scandal. The young priest, who 
had been promoted to my mission, and whose poorer mission | 
had been compelled to take in exchange, continued his immoral 
life in the mission taken from me. Among other scandals he 
abducted a young girl, holding a revolver before her face; he 
swore falsely to his innocence before the congregation and with 
the Sacred Host held over their heads, cursed them from the 
altar. He was removed in the absence of the bishop and gotten 
a position with a band of missionaries in the diocese of a neigh- 
boring state. In the meantime he had slandered my own good 
name out of revenge for having him previously denounced to 
the bishop according to the severe demands of canon law. The 
other priest, with whom the bishop sought to have peace at my 
expense and with my removal, continued to make constant trouble 
both for his parishioners and the neighboring clergy until the 


bishop was constrained, through the protests of the people, to 
remove him also. 


On the next occasion the bishop removed me on the complaints 
of several parishoners. There were only two or three of these 
complainants well known to the bishop; but after two years, 


through their conspiracy and agitation, their number was in- 
creased to fifteen. These were mostly Knights of Columbus, 
whose society I had steadily refused to join. They entered into 
an agreement among themselves, reported by me and well known 
to the bishop, that they would not go to church, nor support it, 
until I would be removed. Thus they acted during two years, 
with the connivance, if not the very encouragement, of the bishop 
and of his vicar-general, both members of the same order of 
Knights. Such conspiracies have become a common and sad 
occurrence in this diocese. These conspirators wanted a Knight 
of Columbus for their pastor, and they accordingly arranged with 
the vicar-general, who is the founder of this secret order in this 
diocese and its grand chaplain, to have me, with the consent of 
the bishop, removed, under the pretext of a promotion and neces- 
sary transfer on account of the death of an old pastor in the diocese, 
The bishop, who could not give a just explanation for this trans- 
fer, sailed, as soon as he had ordered it, to Europe. At the same 
time the apostolic delegate and the archbishop of New York also 
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sailed to Europe. I had no recourse except to the vicar himself, 
who had brought about this transfer. The parish from which I 
was transferred was a new one, recently formed by me. The 
church and parish house had been built within a few years by 
me, and the debt had been reduced to half their value, and every- 
thing was in an excellent and satisfactory condition. But it was 
a fine opportunity for some younger man and one more acceptable 
to the Knights of Columbus. A great portion of the money and 
goods of the church was donated by my relatives and friends. 
In the absence of the bishop the vicar denied the existence of 
any complaints against me and would admit only a promotion. 
But there was no promotion in the transfer whatever. The parish 
assigned me was in a remote place, far from a railway station, 
in a wild and lonesome region and in a dilapidated village. The 
church was an old one, purchased from the Protestants fifty-four 
years before, and with little signs of any improvement. The 
parish house was far from the church. It was an old and incon- 
venient farm house, purchased three years before and still bur- 
dened with a heavy debt. There was no comparison whatever 
between this parish and the one taken from me. 

So in the absence of the bishop I refused to accept this 
parish and to give up the former to the young priest appointed, 
but agreed that he should conduct the services in the church and 
administer the sacraments until the return of the bishop. But 
the parish house, which I had furnished with my own money, I 
would not give up until the bishop would return and settle the 
affair, since he was well acquainted with all the conditions. I 
explained all to the vicar, and implored him not to disturb me 
in the possession of the parish house pending the return of the 
bishop, for I could not transfer my goods to the other distant 
mission, which I had no intention of accepting; nor could I find 
a place to store them in the vicinity. I had also undergone con- 
siderable expense in furnishing this house. I warned the vicar of 
the decisions of canonists in my favor, especially the opinion of 
Peter Baart in his popular work on canon law, approved by Pope 
Leo XIII., Cardinal Satolli and other eminent authorities, namely, 
that rectors, even removable ones, could not be transferred upon 
charges, criminal or disciplinary, without previous investigation 
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and trial, according to the decree “Magnopere,” issued by the 
Holy See. But the vicar suspended me, and ordered the parish 
house, which was closed and under the protection of the civil law, 
and also against the advice of the priests and bishop’s consul- 
tors, to be broken into. The newly appointed pastor, a coarse 
and violent man, with the assistance of the Knights of Colum. 
bus and a few of the other hostile parishoners, broke into the 
house, demolishing the door with an ax, and threw out my furni- 
ture, library and other belongings, and afterward concealed thent 
in a rude building outside of the village. When I attempted 
to enter the church they threw me down the steps at the entrance 
and upon the sidewalk. When the priest and his accomplices 
were arrested the vicar became frightened, and then begged to 
compromise with me, and offered me another parish. For the 
love of peace and sacerdotal honor, and worn out at the same 
time with all these bitter afflictions, I consented, in the absence 
of the bishop, who goes every three years to Europe and remains 
there four or five months, to accept another parish offered me, in 
the hope and assurance that the bishop, on his return, would do 
justice to me. But when the bishop returned he did nothing, so 


that I suffered great losses, both in my goods and in my repu- 
tation. 


But this newly accepted parish, which had not been visited 
by the bishop for five years, which was completely neglected, bur- 
dened with unaccounted debts and distracted with the dissensions 
of its members, entered a conspiracy that they would permit no 
priest in the future to administer the temporal affairs of the 
parish; but that the laity, rude and illiterate, as they were, both 
men and women, should assume the exclusive business administra- 
tion. They accordingly elected their own trustees and treasurers, 
and in the out mission appointed a woman, with none too good 
a reputation, to act as treasurer and business manager. 
On account of the charges made against me in _ the 
former mission, and my expulsion from it, which became 
known everywhere, they excluded me from their management 
altogether. They would not permit me to care for the church 
and the house, neglected as they had been, even with the approval 
of the bishop, or to procure the necessaries for them. They de- 
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manded my removal and entered into a conspiracy, inveigling a 
large portion of the congregation into it, that they would not go 
to mass nor contribute any money to the church until both my- 
self and the trustees would be removed, although the latter were 
approved by the bishop and appointed in accordance with the civil 
law. 

I demanded a canonical visitation from the bishop, which he 
had not held in five years. He came, but only administered con- 
firmation. He did not investigate the affairs of the parish, nor 
did he utter a single word concerning the affairs of the parish, 
as much as the trustees and devout parishoners demanded it. 
The visitation, a visitation in name only, naturally bore no fruit. 
The members of the faction only kept on circulating their slan- 
ders. They did all in their power by threats and injurious lan- 
guage to keep the people away from church. Recourse both to 
the bishop and to the apostolic delegate brought neither remedy 
nor protection. When these threats, slanders and injuries finally 
became unendurable, I wrote both to the bishop and to the clergy, 
that if he, the bishop, did not do something to relieve this con- 
dition of affairs, to protect my good name, and to indemnify me 
for my losses, I would make a public statement in my defense. 
But the various grievances which I mentioned in these letters the 
bishop submitted not to his consultors, but to a physician, a great 
friend of his, the superintendent of the local State Hospital, and 
denounced them as false and insane. This superintendent, urged 
by the bishop, ordered a medical investigation in order to have 
me committed to an asylum. 

For six weeks the bishop endeavored in my county to have 
me committed, but in vain, for neither the county judge nor other 
officials would take any action in the matter, which they regarded 
as entirely wrong and uncalled for. But when I proceeded to 
the episcopal city to assist at the synod as a priest in good stand- 
ing and exercising his faculties, the bishop and his vicar managed 
by a conspiracy with some of their friends, mostly non-Catholics, 
to have me arrested and thrown into the asylum without even a 
hearing, to which even insane persons are entitled by law. By 
an action known as habeas corpus my attorney obtained my 
liberty, but not until after a hearing of five days before the Su- 
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preme Court, in which the scandals and abuses of the diocese were 
exposed, especially the faults and habits of the bishop—his vin- 
dictiveness, his avarice, his drinking-habits, his weakmindedness 
and his incompetency, as well as the vindictiveness, ambition, 
craftiness, perfidy and hypocrisy of the vicar-general, many of 
which things were also exposed in the public papers. 

The judge, a non-Catholic, but a just and conscientious man, 
did all in his power to prevent this hearing, and would have 
released me at once, foreseeing all this unnecessary publication of 
scandal; but the bishop and his vicar insisted on it that they 
might be able to either accuse me of some crime or discover 
some insanity. They employed eight physicians, with a single 
exception non-Catholics and nearly all Masons, and five attor- 
neys, as well as a large concourse of witnesses, taken mostly 
from a low and drunken class of people, upon all of whom they 
spent a great amount of money in order to effect my commit- 
ment to the asylum. My own neighbors and friends, church trus- 
tees and devout and loyal parishoners they did not invite to the 
hearing that they might arrive at a just and impartial judgment, 
but that they might rather prevent it and attain their own base 
designs. But they labored in vain; for neither the judge, nor 
the subsequent physicians, who acted for the State, could find 
any trace of insanity. This uncalled-for hearing alone cost me 
over thirteen hundred dollars, while up to the present time my 
losses, through all their persecution, amount to over eight thou- 
sand dollars. 

During the hearing before the Supreme Court the bishop sus- 
pended me on account of alleged insanity, or if not on account 
of insanity, as the papers of suspension read, then upon the 
charge of having written a book in my defense without his appro- 
bation. But this book had been printed, not with the absolute 
intention of circulating it among the public, but rather as a plain 
exposition of the case to the court, civil or ecclesiastical. But 
the bishop managed to secure a copy of this book through the 
theft of one of the employees in the printing establishment, which 
act also constituted a public scandal. As soon as the bishop read 
this book he declared me suspended. By his action he practically 
published the book himself. When I called upon him, with my 
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trustees, before the book was circulated and before anything was 
supposed to be known about it, for the purpose and with every 
confidence of having the trouble in the parish settled, he indig- 
nantly refused to speak to me, to let me kiss his ring, or to per- 
mit either me or my trustees, respectable men, and wholly ignor- 
ant and innocent of the book and of most of the affairs related 
in it, likewise to speak to him, but, full of anger and revenge, 
showed us the door. When afterward, therefore, these trustees 
and my friends learned that I had been cast into an asylum they 
circulated this book during my detention there for the purpose 
of defending me and securing my liberty. “The punishment,” 
the document of suspension reads, “will cease with the disappear- 
ance of insanity, with a possible retraction and suitable penance.” 
Now, since there was no insanity discovered, and the notoriety of 
the book was not caused so much by me as by the bishop himself, 
and as there was therefore no occasion for the “disapearance of 
insanity,” nor of any retraction, since I was at the time detained 


in the State Hospital, the bishop, nevertheless, took my parish 
away from me and put another priest in my place. Therefore I 
acknowledge neither the suspension nor the removal from my 


parish as canonical and valid acts, and in this I was also sus- 
tained by a number of canonists. 

Having, therefore, no income from the church, or from any 
secular occupation, and my small means being rapidly consumed, 
while the apostolic delegation at Washington does nothing for 
me, and it is a long way to obtaining justice from the Roman 
authorities, there is nothing left to me but recourse to the civil 
court, into which the bishop himself brought me, and for which 
action he alone is responsible. This is, moreover, a purely civil 
case, since the bishop violated my rights as a citizen, deprived me 
illegally and forcibly of my liberty, and by his action, moreover, 
ruined my name and my prospects of an honorable and successful 
livelihood. This affair is most urgent. I cannot wait for the 
delay of the Church courts, neither can I accept of such small 
compensation as they might in the meantime concede me in view 
of the irreparable injury done me in the eyes of the public. 

I therefore beg of your eminence the permission of recourse 
to the civil courts. ALEXANDER L. A. KLAupDeEr. 
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XIV. 
POPES WHO OUGHT TO BE CANCELED BECAUSE 
OF IRREGULARITIES IN THEIR ELECTION. 
My DEAR CARDINAL: 

Such is the diversity of opinion among Roman Catholic his- 
torians, that if we were to rely upon them we should be unable 
to form any judgment concerning the popes of the first three 
centuries. In fact, none of them can produce any proof to sup- 
port the pretentious claims of the Church, which she has to base 
upon tradition because of lack of historical facts. Even Cardinal 
Baronius affirms that all the decretals attributed to popes pre- 
vious to Siricius, A. D, 398, are spurious and grossly false. 

As a proof of this we read on page 8 of the introduction to 
“Lives of the Popes” : 

“The exact chronology of the Roman pontiffs, extending through 
more than nineteen centuries, is a difficult matter to arrange in 
itself. Novaes, the first edition of whose work was published in 
Rome in 1785, has given what he deems to be the exact catalogue. 
Many celebrated writers have followed in this same work, in which 
there has not been an exact agreement as to the dates of the crea- 
tion of the early popes. The length of their reigns and the time 
of their death have caused also some difficulties. The ancient cata- 
logues, and the ancient pictures, together with the writers in the 
different centuries, are the sources from which these lists of popes 
have been taken. It is not to be wondered that in the lapse of so 
many centuries there should be some discrepancies. The official 
Almanac, called the Diario, is published each year at Rome. The 
chronology of the popes, as given in this document, will be followed, 
as it enjoys each year the approbation of the Holy See.” 

As the author of the “Lives of the Popes” refuses to follow 
Novaes, because he finds himself on the safe side by following 
the Diario, which has the papal approbation, let me pause here 
a moment to say something about the work of Novaes, which 
may be instructive to our readers by way of illustration of the 
inconsistency of your Church: 


Probably no historian has ever enjoyed greater approbation 
from the Holy See than Novaes. Since the publication of his 
work he has enjoyed the privilege of being supreme among the 
historians. The opinion of men acquainted with the interior of 
the Vatican has been that Novaes was merely the amanuensis of 
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Pius VI. In my opinion, one of the most critical periods through 
which your Church has passed was that which necessitated the 
writing of the history of the Church by Novaes. The new ideas 
in France, spread abroad by the Encyclopedists, and accepted 
more or less all over Europe, served as a warning to men like 
John Nicholas of Hontheim, the bishop of Myriophidia, that 
the safest way for the Church of Rome, if she wished not to lose 
all authority, was to get rid of medieval ideas. With the good 
intention of vindicating the Church of the insulting charges 
brought against her by the leaders of the new thought, this pre- 
late published, in 1763, under the pseudonym of Justin Febrosinus, 
his work, “De Statu Ecclesie.” In this work he warmly assailed 
the apostolic succession and the unity of the Church. Many 
authors undertook to refute this work, among them Father Val- 
secchi, Dominican professor at Padua; the Franciscan Father 
Sangallo, Ballesini of Verona, Froeben, Berger, Zecch, Feller, 
Kleiner and Zaccaria. But all these works were based on docu- 
ments which were either purely imaginary or grossly forged for 
the purposes of controversy. This was especially the case with 
the Jesuit, Francis Anthony Zaccaria. Several Cabinets expur- 
gatorius, even though themselves against Febrosinus, could not 
admit the statements of this Jesuit, and were finally forced, “for 
the sake of the Church,” to deprive him of his post of librarian 
to the Duke of Modena, constraining that prince to banish him. 
They also asked the pope to excommunicate his “Historico-po- 
lemic Apology for the Primacy of the Pope.” But the pope was 
afraid of the Jesuits. He had been the candidate of the anti- 
Jesuitical party, and in the conclave that had elected him he had 
seen enough of the power of the Jesuits:to be on his guard. 
Four months that conclave had lasted, and probably it would 
have lasted forever if he had not yielded to the Jesuits. So his 
election was secured, and the Jesuits, who had been excommuni- 
cated and banished by the last pope, were re-established. There- 
fore Zaccaria, far from having his work put on the list of 
prohibited books, was allowed to publish a second edition in 
Latin in four octavo volumes. This edition appeared at Cerena 
in 1770 under the patronage of the Braschi, the relatives of the 


pope. 
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But Pius VI was a great diplomatist. He could not oppose 
the Jesuits openly, but he planned the writing of a history, which 
should be devoid of the passion, intrigues and falsehood of the 
Jesuits, and yet should contradict Febrosinus, He did more than 
this. He called the bishop (Febrosinus) to him and promised 
him promotions if he would only suppress his book and with- 
draw it from sale, which the bishop did, and many years after 
his death a retraction, purporting to be by him, was published. 
Novaes was called upon to write the history the pope had in 
mind, which was to silence all opponents, and not only was it 
fully approved by the pope, but, as we have already stated, was 
practically dictated by him. 

Now, the author of the “Lives of the Popes” rejects Novaes 
as an authority on chronology and accepts the Vatican Almanac, 
called the Diario, because in that way he is sure of the approval 
of the Holy See. Vain assurance! The Diario has proved to 
be as consistently inconsistent as everything else which depends 
upon papal infallibility, for Pius X has struck off its list four 
popes whose place in the chronology Roman Catholic historians, 
like the author referred to, relying upon the infallibility of the 
last pope, has not questioned. But yet more: papal infallibility 
has become so elastic that it can turn about and contradict itself 
even during the “reign” of the same pope. The Diario of two 
years ago, infallible because it “enjoyed the approbation of the 
Holy See,” differs from the Diario of to-day, which bears the 
same approbation. And still you insist that itis necessary that 
intelligent beings endowed with reasoning minds by the Creator 
should so abjure their reason as to believe this farce, in order 
to secure their souls’ salvation! 

3ut, to return to our argument. We could, on the authority 
of your own Church historians, conclude with perfect logic that 
if Boniface VI, of whom we know so much, has been canceled 
because there is no existing record of his investiture, all the 
popes previous to Siricius ought also to be canceled for the 
same reason. In order that our readers may judge for themselves 
and deduce their own conclusions, let us see what your Church 
authorities can tell us about them. 

Here we have the chronology of the popes of the first two 
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centuries, according to two different authors who are well known 

in this country and who have received equal approbation from the 

Holy See: 
“Lives of Popes,” Artaud. “Catholic Belief,’ Di Bruno. 
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The reader will notice at once that one chronology gives fif- 
teen popes, while the other gives fourteen up to the beginning 
of the third century. Also it will be observed that this causes 
the dates to be in entire disagreement. Yet each list has the 
papal approval. How can this be? Let the reader judge. There 
are the same discrepancies observable in the chronologies given 
by other authors. Alzog does not dare to fix any dates for the 
pontificate of St. Linus, nor form any opinion as to whether 
Cletus and Anacletus were one or different persons. Baronius, 
Sangallo and Novaes say that St. Peter died A. D. 69; the Diario 
gives the date of his death as A. D. 165—both differing from the 
two lists above quoted. But the question which presents the great- 
est uncertainty about the very first link in the chain of apostolic 
succession is that concerning the successor of St. Peter. On this 
question the Fathers are so divided that. Cardinal Bellarmino 
says: “Quidam post Petrum immediaté ponunt Clementem. Ut 
Tertull. de preasc. et Hieronymus in cap 52 Isaiea. Alii post 
Petrum ponunt Linum, et postea Clementem tertio loco, ut Op- 
tatus lib. 2, contra Parmenianum, et Augustinus in epist, 165. 
Alii post Petrum ponunt Linum et Cletum sive Anacletum, et 
tandem Clementem in quarto loco, ut Irenzus, lib. 3, c. 3.” 
(Some place Clement immediately after Peter; as Tertullian, 
etc. Others place Linus after Peter and put Clement in the third 
place; as Optatus, etc. Others place Linus and Cletus or 





124 THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 


Anacletus after Peter and put Clement in the fourth place; as 
Irenzeus, etc.) 

In the above quotation another perplexing question is touched 
upon: viz., whether Cletus and Anacletus were one person or dif- 
ferent persons. The “Lives of the Popes” names only Anacletus in 
the list, but says (foot-note, p. 20): “Some authors hold that 
Cletus and Anacletus were one and the same person, while others 
speak of them as two separate popes. We give above what has 
been said as to Pope Cletus, but follow in the details the Diario 
regarding Anacletus, the third Christian pontiff.” This certainly 
is a naive confession of the falsity of the whole fabric and the 
unscrupulousness of your historians. This author then proceeds 
to give us a fine specimen of learned argumentation, which will 
certainly edify our readers. He says: “Many authors maintain 
that Cletus and Anacletus are but one and the same person, 
neglecting to notice that the birthplace, the parentage, the works 
and the festivals appointed by the Church for each of these saints 
quite clearly show they are different. Panvini maintains this. 
Nevertheless the very learned Father Lazzeri, who was especially 
learned in sacred antiquity, read before the Roman College, in 
1755, a fine dissertation, in which he maintained that Cletus and 
Anacletus were one and the same person. He cited, in support 
of that opinion, the authority of Papebrock. Cletus would have 
been pontiff in 73, but being exiled with the other Christians he 
must have renounced the pontificate and was replaced by Cle- 
ment I, up to the year 83. Then, Clement himself being exiled, 
he in his turn renounced the pontificate in favor of the same 
Cletus, his predecessor. Cletus, on being called to Rome, would 
quite naturally (!) be named Anacletus, that is to say, Revocato, 
the Recalled, or iterum Cletus. In this manner Lazzeri recon- 
ciles the authority of the ancient Fathers and the ancient cata- 
logues, which speak of Cletus and of Anacletus, while others 
mention first Cletus and then Anacletus.” 

Sut let us turn to “The Church and Saints,” which bears a 
letter of commendation from the Apostolic Delegate Martinelli 
and an introduction by yourself, Cardinal. On page 92 we read: 
“It has been asserted that Cletus and Anacletus, both popes, 
were the same person, as Eusebius confounds them, but from 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 125 


Latin sources which are more authentic than Eusebius, who was 
a Greek, we learn that they were distinct, Anacletus having been 
the fifth pope.” 

Now, it does not matter to me in the least whether these 
two were really one or whether they were two, except as this 
whole question proves that nothing whatever is surely known 
about those early so-called “popes” who may never have existed. 
But I am astonished, my dear Cardinal, that you should allow 
yourself to make such a blunder as to write an introduction to 
a book which makes such an assertion about “Latin sources.” 
Can you tell me where those “Latin sources, which are more 
authentic than the Greek ones,” are to be found? If there were 
such sources in existence, would the historians of your Church 
differ so much among themselves? One of the great arguments 
against your Church has always been that she had no Latin 
sources, and that the only authentic Greek sources are against 
her. The great accusation of the Greek Church against Rome 
has been that she tried to corrupt the Greek Fathers by mak- 
ing false editions of their works. 

Take Fabricius as an example. In his “Biblioteca Greca,” vol. 
XI, p. 794, he gives a list of popes from Peter to Sylvester, and 
makes all, except ‘Dionysius and Eusebius, saints and martyrs. 
And, of course, as these two were the only Greek ones, critics 
have concluded that this work must have been written after 
Gieek and Latin Christianity became hostile. 

From these “authentic” documents we learn that Telespho- 
rus was a martyr also; but as his martyrdom is ascribed to the 
first years of the reign of Antoninus Pius, the Church is obliged 
to acknowledge that at least here there has been a mistake, for 
this emperor is absolved by all historians: from the charge of 
persecutor. 

If you had followed the prudent policy of the Libris recipi- 
endis, ascribed to the pontificate of Damasus, 366-384, but which 
the critics think more probably belongs to that of Gelasius, 496, 
you would not have written an introduction to a work which 
based its arguments on such unstable foundations. At that time 
they were more careful not to make blunders, and the Church is 
highly praised for her caution in not allowing the martyrologies 
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to be publicly read, because of their writers being unknown and 
without any authority. “Singulari cautela a S. Rom. Ecclesia 
non leguntur, quia et eorum qui conscripserit nomina penitus 
ignoramus, et ab infidelibus vel idiotis superflua ant nimus apta 
quam rei ordo fuerit esse putatur.” 

The best authority to refute the statement referred to in the 
book endorsed by you is Gregory I. He did not know of such 
Latin sources as are spoken of in “The Church and Saints.” On 
the contrary, he says that, “excepting one small volume, a cal- 
endar of the names and days on which they were honored, there 
were no acts of martyrs in the archives of the Roman See or in 
the libraries of Rome. “Proter illa, quae in ejusdem Eusebii 
libriis de gestis Sanctorum martyrum continentur, nulla in ar- 
chivis hujus nostre Ecclesie vel in Romanz urbis bibliothzcis 
ese cognovi nisi pauca quodam in unius codicis volumine col- 
lecta.” Greg. M. Epist. VIII, 29. So you see that all your 
sources must be of later date than the pontificate of Gregory the 
Great, 590-604. And yet, in spite of this uncertainty and divi- 
sion of opinion concerning the early popes, in the Communicantes 
the priest has to plead the merits of Linus and Cletus, by whose 
blood the priest asks God to grant his petition.* 

Here, however, is a more difficult question which has troubled 
me for years, and I have never found the man who could explain 
it to me. I should be very glad if you were able to do so. In 
what is the pope the successor of St. Peter? Not in his life, 
surely, as Peter, obedient to the Master’s call, left everything 


to follow Him. The pope covets the power and glory of this 


world and accumulates its riches. Peter, regardless of great 
hardships, went out in fulfilment of his Master’s command to 
preach the Gospel to as many as he could reach, seeking to save 
souls, and not to receive personal honors. The pope has been 
always busy plotting and warring to gain supremacy and bring 
all into subjection to himself—making himself the centre of im- 
portance, and condemning all who would not give him honor to 
eternal fires; and now, because he cannot reign, he shuts him- 
self up in the Vatican like a discontented boy and will not leave 


*The Communicantes is the prayer that the priest says before the 
consecration, and which he cannot, under pain of mortal sin, omit. 
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his luxurious prison, regardless of the sufferings of those he 
calls his children. The pope is not the successor of Peter in 
doctrine. As you well know, the primitive Church was entirely 
different from the heathenism of the Church of to-day. When 
the pope allows men to bow down before him and kiss his feet, 
is he following the example of Peter? When Cornelius the 
centurion bowed before him, Peter raised him up and forbade 
him, saying: “I myself, also, am a man.” And so in a thousand 
ways we could make the comparison and not find any point of 
similarity. 

We must therefore acknowledge that if Peter was right the 
pope is wrong, and vice versa. But my perplexity reaches still 
farther, for if, as we are asked to believe, the present papal legis- 
lation is right, having received the latest “inspiration,” then Peter 
should have been excommunicated, and so also Linus, Cletus 
(or Anacletus!) and Clement. There is an excommunication in 
force to-day against the pope who elects his successor. Such an 
election is also declared null, unless approved by the cardinals, 
by acclamation without any dissenting vote, and he who is elected 
by a pope without this requisite is also declared to be excommu- 
nicated and considered to be antipope. 

Now, we read in Josephus and all your historians that Peter 
elected his suceessor, the difference of opinion being with regard 
to whom he elected. Some, as we have seen, say it was Clement, 
others Linus. The Church has adopted Linus, although there is 
a confusion in the Liber Pontificalis, where it appears that Peter, 
Clement and Linus were all popes at the same time. The Church 
explains this by saying that Clement and Linus were coadjutors 
to Peter. But, even so, Peter elected his successor, so he comes 
under the above-mentioned excommunication, and Linus should 
be considered antipope. In the same way, Cletus is said to have 
been elected by Linus as his successor, and he therefore should 
come under the same anathema. 

If Clement was elected by Peter, and out of humility allowed 
Linus to be pope first, we cannot understand why Linus did not 
then name Clement as his successor instead of Cletus. Clement 
was prominent in the Church as having been the coadjutor of 
St. Peter, while Cletus was so unknown that there is the doubt 
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we have already spoken of as to his identity. At any rate, Cle- 
ment is placed in as bad a position as the others, for we read 
that “in case of there being an antipope, if the rightful pope should 
relinquish his claims for fear or other motive, let him be excom- 
municated and deposed tpso facto, and let the College of Cardi- 
nals proceed to a new election.” 

From the above we conclude that if Pius X is honest and 
really thinks that Boniface VI ought to be canceled because there 
is no record of his investiture, we must beg for justice’s sake that 
Peter, Linus, Cletus and Clement be also struck off the list, for 
there is not a single trace of proof that they were ever popes! 

And now, Cardinal, in case you are really ignorant of the 
motives underlying this cancellation, I can assure you, from what 
I know of the ways of the men in the Vatican to-day, that poor 
Boniface VI has been the victim of a political plot. In the course 
of these letters I hope to uncover more of the political side of 
Rome, but I will tell you in advance what I consider to be the 
truth of the matter concerning Boniface VI. 

I believe his cancellation has undoubtedly been the work of 
the two Spanish cardinals at the Vatican, with whom I am well 
acquainted. The Isidorian Decretals, on which the Church bases 
her claims to temporal supremacy, are known to be the most 
shameless forgery. Rome was imprudent enough to allow them 
to become public possession, and for that reason any later 
attempt to correct them has proven vain. The only way in 
which Rome could substantiate her claims was to produce other 
documents which should be accepted as authentic. The forging 
of these documents has been the work of the past years, and by 
them the Church will seek to prove that the papal rights to tem- 
poral power were given by Italian emperors. There are two of 
these already completed. The one is a deed to the pope from 
Guido, Duke of Spoleto, and the other a deed from Berengarius, 
Duke of Friuli. When the Church will dare to make use of 
these documents, time alone will tell, but just now the hierarchy 
are working hard to propagate among the common people in 
Italy that the Church has always been the defender of the integ- 
rity of their country, so the case of Boniface VI will work well 
in their favor to prove that they are not willing to recognize a 











THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC, 129 


pope who was created by a German emperor. It also is a satis- 
faction to Merry del Val to take this little revenge upon Ger- 
many, because the bill in favor of the Jesuits, of whom he is a 
creature, has been defeated in that country. So this will work 
both ways—toward one country as revenge, and toward the other 
as flattery. 

O my dear Cardinal, if the people would only obey you and 
“read the history of your Church,” and study it and understand 
it fully, I am sure they all would come out of it and flee from it 
—all, that is, except those who desire a bishop’s mitre or a car- 
dinal’s hat, or to make use of the Church as a political and 
money-making machine. MANUEL FERRANDO. 


THE HIGH COST OF DYING 


BY PROFESSOR W. RUSSELL COLLINS, D.D. 

The “New York Times” of February 25th states that the 
Rev. Fathers Finn and Foley, of St. Xavier Roman Catholic 
Church, Cincinnati, have attacked the high cost of dying, and 
have forbidden the indulgence, among their parishoners, in ex- 
travagant floral display at the funerals of their friends and rela- 
tives. 

Good for Fathers Finn and Foley! I agree with them. The 
poor deny themselves necessities, and the rich waste money that 
could well supply the needs of the poor, in such useless and 
often vulgar extravagance. But will Fathers Finn and Foley 
more greatly reduce the high cost of dying by remitting the 
worse than extravagant, the costly and iniquitous fees for 
requiem masses? The selling and buying of flowers to be used 
at funerals is, at least, an honest business. But the selling of 
masses for the repose of the souls of the departed is a dishonest 
business. It constitutes a cruel deception, and is an abominable 
robbery of the suffering poor, as well as of the credulous rich. 

In the first place, we have no scriptural knowledge of a pur- 
gatory, and we have every scriptural proof that there is no 
such abode. 

In the second place, if there were such an abode we have 
no information to lead us to believe that money can purchase 
release from it. Such a scheme would be incompatible with 
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Divine justice, and under it God could not be God. Evidence 
of such a scheme, having Divine sanction, would wreck the faith 
of thinking men in Divine goodness. But, by order of the Vati- 
can, Romanists are not allowed to think. It is sin to do so. The 
Vatican must do all their thinking for them. Just try to im- 
agine a God who can be bought, and who offers Heaven for 
sale! Such a scheme would mean prompt admission into Heaven 
for the rich and a long, toilsome and fairly impossible road to 
Heaven for the poor. It would make our God, a God of the 
rich and not of the poor. 

In the third place, there is no such place, and there is no 
such price, and the whole scheme is a fraud of the Roman 
Church upon her simple, faithful children, who, as I have said, 
are commanded not to think, and who are, therefore, easily de- 
frauded. This is the priest’s graft — a colossal robbery. And 
the more flowers the less money for masses! 

If Patrick died leaving $200 in the savings bank; and if 
Bridget spent all of it in giving him a decent funeral, with a 
great display of flowers to do honor to his name among his 
friends, where will the priest come in for his share of the $200 
for masses? It is a small matter that Bridget has wasted her 
little bank hoard, and must scrub or beg for a living. But it is 
a great matter if the priest gets no fee for the requiem, and 
poor Bridget must be punished with a tortured mind in the lie 
that her poor husband’s soul must suffer torments in purgatory 
because she spent the money for flowers at his funeral instead 
of giving it to the priest. 

In the fourth place, if Fathers Finn and Foley and other 
mass-selling priests were men of God; if they had the love of 
God in their hearts; if they had the love of man in their hearts; 
if they cared for the salvation of souls, and if they honestly 
could believe the monstrous doctrine of purgatory and the effi- 
cacy of masses in deliverance, they would be saying masses all 
day long, every day and at every moment of their waking hours 
for the delivery of these poor, tormented souls, free of cost and 
of price. It would suffice them that the Church provides them 
beds to rest upon, food to eat and necessary clothes. They would 
want no more. And their masses would be as free as the love 
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of God to the poorest. It should be their joy in life, as faithful 
priests, to deliver souls from purgatory without money and with- 
out price. And all this may be true of Fathers Finn and Foley, 
for I do not know these gentlemen and cannot speak otherwise 
of them. Let us hope they are men of such true love and charity 
as I have described. But you may be very certain that no such 
love fills the hearts of the majority of the priests of this mercenary 
Church. 

St. Xavier’s Church will abolish flowers, but it will substitute 
for them, “memorial cards, which will be distributed at the services, 
and upon which will be printed the name of the deceased, age 
and residence, a short obituary notice and the prayer that is 
said for the dead.” 

The flowers you have to buy at the florist’s. The cards you 
must probably buy of the Church. See the point? 

I wonder if the law affecting the restraint of trade would 
have anything to do with this? Think it out. Flowers bought 
at the florist’s prohibited for the probable purpose of increasing 
the sale of memorial cards at the Church. 

Think it out! 


ANOTHER MONASTIC SCANDAL 


There seems to be no doubt as to the truthfulness of the 
shocking discovery in a Romish monastery, reported by the “Eve- 
ning Standard” of December 3, 1912: 

“The Vienna magistrates, says the “Tagliche Rundau,’ have 
been occupied lately with an almost incredible case, such as can 
scarcely ever have been recorded in the local press. The matter 
in hand was the discovery of an unparalleled case of monastery 
justice. On Friday afternoon the doctor of the district police, 
Dr. Lipschutz, appeared in this monastery, and asked to see a 
certain reverend father, whom he had to examine in order to give 
an opinion as to the propriety of transferring the apparent lunatic 
to the asylum. After a long delay the upper cloisters opened 
and admitted the police doctor into a small cell on the second 
floor, in which lay the supposed lunatic. A terrible scene met 
the eye of the doctor as he stepped into the cell. The only piece 
of furniture was a wooden kind of shelf. There was no chair, 
no bed, not even a washstand or a drinking-glass. On the floor 
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a layer of straw had been strewn, but a long time had elapsed 
since it had been put there, and it was all rotten and covered 
with refuse. On this dirty stuff lay a miserable human shape, 
a motionless body, thickly covered with vermin. The feet were 
distorted by convulsive movements, and in their flesh appeared 
festering wounds, in a fearful state of filth, The nails on the 
fingers and toes were over four inches long. The hollow cheeks 
of the corpse-like creature, the bald skull, the long, unkempt 
beard straying down over the chest, and the lustreless, blind eyes 
combined to make a perfectly ghastly picture. 
TWENTY-SIX YEARS IN A CELL. 


“The unhappy brother, now sixty-six years old, and so cruelly 
neglected for years, was incapable of speech. He could not ex- 
press himself, and it was no use putting questions as to the ter- 
rible story of his pitiable existence. Inquiries in other quarters 
made by the police doctor elicited the fact that the old man had 
lived for twenty-six years in that cell. An attempt was made to 
create the impression that of his own free will he had chosen 
this peculiar life, but the whole of the circumstances gave the 
impression that the monk was the victim of some monastic pun- 
ishment, which had been pronounced upon him on account of 
some delinquency. In reply to the inquiry of the doctor why 
medical aid had not been called in before, the brethren of the 
monastery maintained that the doctor of the establishment had 
treated the wretched man. A police agent was immediately ‘sent 
to this doctor, who replied that he had neither seen nor treated 
the father, and had not the slightest suspicion of his presence in 
the monastery. The patient was first washed, beard and nails 
were cut, the wounds were cleaned of their filth and bound up, 
and for the first time for many long years the unhappy man was 
treated as a Christian.” 

Every Britisher who has regard for the honor and safeguard 
of defenseless nuns should demand full governmental inspection 
of every monastery and nunnery in the Kingdom; for, be it 
remembered, large numbers of the wretched, immoral monks and 
nuns, turned out of Portugal and other countries, are now hid- 
ing themselves in these bolted and barred places in our own 
beloved land—From the Vanguard. 
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THE HOME RULE BILL FOR IRELAND 


THE SPEECHES OF LORD LONDONDERRY AND 
OF LORD LANSDOWNE 
On January 29th the House of Lords took up the debate on 

the amendment to the motion for the second reading of the Gov- 
ernment of Ireland Bill, namely, to reject the bill. The debate 
was continued on January 30th. The House divided on the 
stroke of midnight and there voted: 

For the rejection 

Against 


Majority for rejection.......s.seeeeeeee 257 
This important item of news comes to us from “The Belfast 
Weekly News” of February 6th. 
As our readers all know, Home Rule means Rome Rule and 
the oppression of the loyal and stanch Protestants of Ulster. 


We do not believe Home Rule would be good for the Roman 
Catholics of Ireland, because under such rule they would come 


under the bondage of the Vatican even more hopelessly than they 
are now under that bondage. 

But, as we would not deny to any people any government of 
their choice, we would not deny even Vatican government to 
Roman Catholics if they choose it, providing that under such 
rule they are not permitted to participate in other government; 
or, in other words, to serve two flags at the same time, when it 
is morally impossible to be loyal to both of them when they come 
into conflict. 

But Home Rule in Ireland does not mean merely the giving 
to Romanists the government of their choice. It means the 
giving to the Roman majority the government of the Protestants 
of Ulster and the North of Ireland, whom they hate and whom 
they are longing to persecute. 

It is astounding that Protestant England should entertaim 
for a moment a proposal to bring such distress as would come 
upon their loyal brethren in Protestant Ireland in the passage of 
such a measure as is comprehended in the Home Rule bill. 

There are only two honest courses open to the English Par- 
liament. One is to divide Ireland, and give Ulster and the 
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Protestant North of Ireland independent government, with a 
Home Rule bill, and to give Roman Catholic Ireland separate 
government and a Home Rule bill. The other is to deny any 
Home Rule bill and to maintain the present relations. 

In the debate before the Lords, the Marquis of Londonderry 
asked of Lord Ashby St. Ledgers: “Will the noble lord say 
whether his colleagues in the House of Commons would accept 
an amendment to exclude Ulster from the bill?” 

This was a pertinent question, but it did not bring an affirma- 
tive reply. 

It is too bad we cannot spare the space to give the whole 
of this debate, nor even all of its most noble passages. 

We clip the following from the speech of Lord Kilmorey: 


No Surrender for Ulster 


As to the safeguards, “Once bitten, twice shy.” The Loyal- 
ists did not intend to pay the slightest attention to safeguards 
which they considered were not worth the paper they were writ- 
ten on. The Loyalists had a standard of what they believed 
to be decent and law-abiding, and that standard was very differ- 
ent from that of their opponents. The Loyalists of Ireland had 
cherished watchwords—simple, short and suggestive of the char- 
acter of the men who accepted them. One was “Defense, not 
defiance,’ and another “No surrender.” There would be no 
surrender of the loyal men and women of Ireland to the dis- 
loyal majority who wished to eat them and swallow them up. 
The Loyalists acknowledged one flag only—the emblem of the 
empire. That flag was now floating over the roof of the House 
of Lords, and long might it continue to fly. What flag would be 
hoisted over the Parliament House in Dublin? It would not 
be the Union Jack. A local poet in the North of Ireland had 
sent him a few stanzas, one of which ran: 

“°Tis the voice of Ulster calling, 
And the hand of Ulster, too, 
Holding high the flag of England— 
Let it flutter ever true. 
Will you tear it from our fingers? 
Will you drag that banner down, 
And unfold instead the emblem 
Of a Harp without a Crown.” 
It is remarkable that one Roman Catholic lord opposed the 


bill, justifying, in some measure, the fears of his Protestant 
countrymen in th eeconomic question. 
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A Roman Catholic Unionist 


Lord Killanin, speaking as a Unionist and a Roman Catholic, 
deprecated attacks upon his Nationalist fellow countrymen. He 
declared that the Irish people were perfectly capable of govern- 
ing themselves, and that there were many things in Ireland which 
would be better done under Home Rule than at present. At the 
same time he was convinced that no practical scheme of Home 
Rule could be devised which would not be disadvantageous to 
Ireland. In so far as the opposition of Ulster was based on 
religious antipathies and prejudices and fears of injustice from 
their Roman Catholic fellow countrymen, it was groundless. 
The bill, however, would bankrupt Ireland, displace her from 
her position as a partner in the empire, and lead to increased 
emigration of her people. 


We can give only a short passage from the long and able 
speech of the Marquis of Lansdowne. 


Lord Lansdowne’s Speech 


We are also entitled to bear in mind that Irish opinion is not 
unanimous. There is the Ulster fraction, and I do not think any 
one will be found courageous enough to say in this House 
that the Ulster fraction is a negligible quantity. The noble Mar- 


quis opposite spoke the other evening of what he called the 
aloofness of Ulster—a rather significant phrase. If he means 
by that that Ulster has further clearly indicated that she wishes 
you to keep your hands off her, I think aloofness is not a bad 
way, perhaps, of trying to express that idea. (Hear, hear.) 
The attitude of Ulster may be summed up in half a dozen words. 
Ulster believes that this bill will be fatal to her best interests. 
She has absolutely no confidence in the safeguards you have 
provided. She has twice seen Home Rule fairly beaten in the 
open field. She bitterly resents that on the third occasion a 
Home Rule bill should be forced through Parliament under the 
shelter of the Parliament Act, and she refuses to believe that 
you are going to coerce her into submission to a yoke which is 
hateful to her. (Opposition cheers.) One word about the Irish 
backing of the bill. I doubt extremely whether we have a right 
to take it at its face value. 


The Home Rule Demand Examined 


Who are the politicians who are leading this movement? 
There is, I admit, a small group of extremely able, extremely in- 
dustrious and extremely versatile individuals who have made 
this subject their own, and whose names are widely famed to 
us all. But with the exception of the little band of survivors 





136 THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC, 


of Mr. Parnell’s lieutenants, the rest of these gentlemen are, so 
far as I am aware, persons who have made for themselves no 
mark in public life by knowledge of public affairs or by a study 
of the great constitutional and political questions which are 
raised by this bill. (Opposition cheers.) I find among them a 
contingent of lawyers, who have not generally attained to any 
great eminence in their profession. There are a number of gentle- 
men on the staffs of Nationalist journals, but not, I believe, of 
any great eminence in the world of journalism, and there are 
other worthy gentlemen, who are not, so far as 1 am aware, 
entitled to speak with the authority of experts upon the question 
of Irish agriculture. Most of them seem to have based their 
support of a measure of Home Rule upon their desire to have a 
settlement of the question upon national lines—that is, upon lines 
widely different from those on which this bill proceeds. And 
now with regard to the electors, the large majority of them are 
peasants. I never had an unkindly thought of the Irish peasant. 
He has many admirable qualities, but I venture to think that the 
Irish peasant is not certainly a very good judge of the kind of 
political issues which this bill raises, and certainly when it comes 
to matters affecting the rest of the United Kingdom we may well 
hestitate before we allow the Irish peasant to have a determining 
voice with regard to them. (Opposition cheers.) These electors 
have been profoundly misled as to the effects which Home Rule 
is likely to have upon their country. They have been led to be- 
lieve—it is a matter of notoriety—that this bill is going to bring 
them a new era of affluence and prosperity. They have been told 
that we have intercepted the national wealth of Ireland, and 
that the passage of this bill will enable it to flow once more in 
its proper channels. A rather useful antidote to that particular 
kind of misrepresentation was administered by the Lord Chan- 
cellor, who talked of the British standard being altogether too 
high as compared with the Irish standard. 


Ulster—Protestants Squeezed Out 


In Ulster, under this bill, you would have a new Home Rule 
difficulty, probably more acute and more dangerous than it is 
to-day. You would have the absurdity of two executives side 
by side. You would have at Westminster that little phalanx of 
Nationalist members whose role is marked out for them as plainly 
as anything could be. They would be few in number, but they 
would possess infinite potentialities for mischief. They are not 
numerous enough to protect Irish interests at Westminster, and 
their only chance to demonstrate by their action that 
they have to be_ reckoned’ with, their one chance 
to make themselves felt in connection with our do- 
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mestic affairs at a critical moment, and in that way they 
will secure a vantage ground, of which they will not be slow 
to avail themselves. All this has happened within the last few 
months in this very Parliament, and I am not one of those who 
believe that the art of log-rolling is likely to become a lost art. 
Then what about the persecution of minorities? It is frankly 
admitted that the safeguards are not sufficient. We are told to 
expect a spirit of fair play. But there are areas where it is im- 
possible to get a jury in some cases to return a verdict in accord- 
ance with the facts. Why is it that all over Ireland Protestants 
are being squeezed out? Why is it that the county councils 
have been slowly but surely cleared of every one but Nationalists? 
Is it surprising if in these circumstances Ulster is uneasy, and 
that very little credence it attached to the smooth words which 
flow so readily from the lips of apologists of Home Rule? (Op- 
position cheers.) Remember who the men are upon whom the 
safeguards are to be imposed. They are the men who have 
announced that they mean to dethrone the English Government 
from Ireland—the English Government, whose supremacy is rec- 
ognized in this bill by these carefully drawn clauses. At one 
point these safeguards are singularly incomplete. Why is it that 
you have omitted from the bill the admirable words which you 
inserted in your bill of 1893, and which are found in the Consti- 
tution of the United States of America, which prevent the Irish 
Parliament from depriving the subject of life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law? 


Probably the most stirring of all the speeches was that of 
the Marquis of Londonderry. We give you only the most im- 
portant part of it: 


Lord Londonderry’s Speech 


I want to prove to you that Ireland’s prosperity at the pres- 
ent time is due entirely to the Union and toits connection with 
England. Is the Government prepared to give a pledge that 
the same rate of progress will be maintained under Home Rule? 
Ireland, by virtue of its connection with this country, is enabled 
to borrow money at a very low rate. Will Ireland under a Home 
Rule Government in College Green be able to borrow money 
at the same rate of interest as at present? 


Ireland's Progress Under the Union 


It is admitted by Mr. Redmond and by supporters of the 
present Government that during the last twenty or thirty years 
the condition of Ireland has improved to an extent never known 
before. As showing the growing prosperity of Ireland, I have 
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some figures showing the growth of imports and exports. In 
1904 the imports and exports at Irish ports amounted to £103,- 
790,799, while in 1911 they amounted to £131,940,726. The Gov- 
ernment funds held in Ireland in June, 1893, amounted to £25,- 
283,000, and in June, 1912, to £42,429,000. The deposits and 
cash balances in Irish joint stock banks in 1904 amounted to 
£34,637,000, and in 1911 to £57,752,000. The deposits in post- 
office savings banks in 1904 amounted to £4,155,000, and in IQI1 
to £12,731,000. Deposits in trustee savings banks in 1904 
amounted to £1,856,000, and in 1911 to £2,599,000. What I want 
to know is whether noble lords opposite are prepared to guar- 
antee that this rate of progress will be maintained under Home 
Rule? We know better. We know what the condition of Ire- 
land was before the Union. We know its pauperism and its 
misery. There is on record the opinion of Mr. Lecky, who wrote 
of the conditions existing before the Union: “Agriculture had 
ceased. Its implements were destroyed. The sheep and cattle 
had been plundered and slaughtered. The farmers were homeless, 
ruined and often starving. Misgovernment and corruption, politi- 
cal agitation and political conspiracy had done their work, and 
a great part of Ireland was as miserable and as desolate as any 
spot upon the globe.” I have shown what is the present pros- 
perity of Ireland. Are you justified in running the risk of going 
back to the condition of things that existed before the Act of 
Union was passed in 1800? (Opposition cheers.) As to the 
question of safeguards for the minority in Ireland, I have listened 
with great interest to the speeches of noble lords opposite, but 
I cannot gather that any of the safeguards put forward are worth 
the paper they are written on. Lord Dunraven and Mr. Dillon 
have both depreciated the value of these safeguards, and with 
such pronouncements before us are we justified in thinking these 
are really any safeguards at all? (Hear, hear.) 


The ‘* Safeguards’’ Examined 


What are these safeguards worth? I know the Government 
say, “Oh, you have the safeguard of the supremacy of the Im- 
perial Parliament.” Let me take a concrete case. Suppose a par- 
liament in Ireland passed some act which was contrary to the 
wishes of the Imperial Parliament. The Lord Lieutenant might 
veto it or not. You repudiate it here, but suppose the Irish Gov- 
ernment resigns. What other government is_ possible? 
Suppose they are again returned to office, and they 
reintroduced the measure and carry it through in spite 
of you. What are you to do? You have either to surrender to 
the Parliament in Dublin or you must govern Ireland like a 
Crown colony. We are told that Unionists in Ireland need not 
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fear, but that they will be welcomed and will occupy a very im- 
portant part in the discussion of the affairs of Ireland. I remem- 
ber that at the time of the Local Government Bill of 1899 Mr. 
Redmond undertook that there should be proper representation 
of Ulster; but, as a matter of fact, outside Ulster there are no 
more than fifteen Unionist members elected to local boards. Mr. 
Redmond, speaking on 25th January last, said that “there were 
no lengths to which he and his colleagues would refuse to go to 
placate and conciliate those men.” And both Mr. Redmond and 
Mr. Asquith have spoken of the safeguards to Ireland. I say 
they are playing a game of bluff. Mr. Asquith has tried to delude 
the English people into believing that Ireland is only to have 
a subordinate parliament, but Mr. Redmond, on the other hand, 
has told Nationalists that it will not be a subordinate parliament 
at all. Therefore I wish, before the debate comes to a conclusion, 
to have some reply from the Government as to how they propose 
to deal with the question of safeguards. I also want to know 
what his Majesty’s Government intend to do in the event of 
Ulster resisting. Are you going to coerce Ulster? I think we 
are entitled to a definite answer. Sir Edward Grey, 
speaking in the House of Commons on 2d May of last 
year, said: “If Ulster defeats the solution which we propose or 
makes it impossible, we cannot afford to continue the present 
state of affairs. Some other solution will have to be found which 
will free this House and put the control of Irish affairs in Irish 
hands.” All I can say is that Ulster will adhere to the policy 
of Sir Edward Grey. Ulster knows full well that she owes her 
prosperity entirely to the Act of Union. Before the Act of 
Union Ulster was the poorest of all the four provinces of Ireland. 
Where is she now? She is the foremost province, and prosperity 
reigns all round. That is due to the Act of Union, which brought 
her into close connection with Great Britain. She took advantage 
of that connection ; she gave her best, her energy, her ability and 
her brains, and she has brought about this magnificent result. 


Ulster’s Future—The Alternative 


Is she going to surrender what she and her fathers and grand- 
fathers have done so much to obtain, and put herself under the 
yoke of Mir. Redmond and the National League? No. She will 
not. I know it is quite possible to say that England in a moment 
of temporary aberration might return a Government to power 
with a mandate for Home Rule. Then will arise the question: 
What is Ulster to do? I maintain that, having once cut Ulster 
adrift, you have no right to say that you will place her under 
the Nationalist yoke. I maintain that there are only two alterna- 
tives—either continuing to govern Ireland as you are doing it 
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under the Union, which has been conducive to prosperity to the 
whole country, or else cut Ulster entirely adrift. Ulstermen insist 
upon their rights. Their only offense is that they love you, that 
they will fight for you in every part of the world, and will win 
victories; they only desire to live for you and die for you, and 
share your prosperity. That is all they ask for. (Unionist 
cheers.) In face of the fact that Ulster will not tolerate Home 
Rule, what I want to know is: Are you going to coerce her? My 
whole political life has been bound up with the unity of the 
United Kingdom, and my experience has taught me that as a 
factor in the prosperity of Ulster the connection with Great 
Britain is all-powerful. I have spent a considerable time in the 
Northern part of Ireland, and from my association with the in- 
dustrial population I can say that the people believe in the Union. 
I am convinced that if you attempt to force Home Rule upon 
Ulster you will run the greatest possible risk. I therefore con- 
clude my remarks by asking: What are you going to do? (Union- 
ist cheers.) 

For the present, at least, Protestantism in Ulster is safe. But 
Rome will not sleep, and the Protestants must not sleep. All honor 
to the Lords for this decision! 

The Home Rule Bill will come up again before the Commons. 
And, as I understand it, if it passes the Commons three times 
within two years from the date of its first presentation, it may 
become a law with the king’s signature in spite of its defeat by 
the Lords. It has already passed the Commons once, and has 
been defeated by the Lords once. WwW. eG 


THE PRISONER OF THE VATICAN 


Often we have read and often listened to the impassioned 
language of Irish orators as they make pathetic allusions to the 
wretched condition of the pope whom they represented as being 
kept in durance vile. I feel now, as I look back and think, how I 
was moved to tears by eloquence that served as a substitute for 
logic, that I was preposterously imposed upon, and I feel it to be 
my duty to endeavor to remove by direct personal testimony the 
erroneous impressions made upon me, and upon many others by 
these statements about the ill-treatment of the pope, and give a 
brief but accurate description of the real state of affairs. 

Formerly the Lateran was the papal residence. The Vatican 
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palace was only used on state occasions, and for giving audience 
to such foreign potentates as visited Rome. It stands upon the 
gardens where the inhuman monster, Nero, amused himself by 
watching the martyrdom of Christians whose bodies were covered 
with pitch and set on fire to illuminate the nocturnal promen- 
ades of the tyrant. 

The length of the Vatican palace is 1,151 feet; its breadth 
767 feet. It has eight grand staircases, twenty courts, and 
contains 11,000 chambers. It is defended by the celebrated pic- 
turesque Swiss guard. In the latter years of Pius IX. no less 
than 2,348 persons resided in the Vatican. There are gardens, 
museums and picture galleries. The number of Greek, Latin and 
Oriental MSS., in the library of the Vatican, has been reckoned 
as 23,580. Pius IX. used to ride on his white mule in the 
largest garden, and had no cause to complain of want of space 
to take sufficient exercise. Such a pleasure-loving pope as Leo 
X. made these gardens the attractive centres for banquets and 
concerts. 

No doubt the portion of the Vatican inhabited by the pope is 
small, and he leads a comparatively lonely life, for etiquette 
obliges him to dine alone. To avoid the scandals of the old 
nepotism, the popes no longer have their relatives living with 
them. But while we make this allowance, we, nevertheless, main- 
tain that to describe the pope as a prisoner is ridiculous. He is 
not detained by any external compulsion, but, like Achilles, sulks 
in his tent and remains confined there only by his own pique 
and prejudice. There are certain high altars, as in St. Peter’s 
and St. John’s in the Lateran, where only the pope can offici- 
ate at High Mass. But since 1870, as a protest against the unifi- 
cation of Italy and his deprivation of the temporal power, he has 
not appeared at these altars. As a further mark of his displeas- 
ure, he has placed the king under the ban of the Church. 

One cannot help wondering how long this state of voluntary 
isolation is to continue. Our opinion is that the head of the 
Roman Church will be left severely alone to “nurse his wrath 
and keep it warm.” We were confirmed in this judgment from 
the circumstance that we arrived in Rome on the anniversary of 
the unification of the kingdom. It was a public holiday. Proces- 
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sions marched through the streets, and in them a position of 
honor was assigned to the few surviving, battered and war-worn 
soldiers of Garibaldi. An immense and enthusiastic public meet- 
ing was held, but no ecclesiastic was invited or was present. 
Although the city was swarming with cardinals, monks, friars 
and priests, they received no attention or respect. We had 
crossed over from Dublin, and the contrast was very striking. 
The Irish Roman Catholic is devout and religious, and the clergy 
are treated with great reverence. We know this from personal 
experience, for often we were mistaken for one of the fathers, 
and from men and women we received a homage and obeisance 
that we found flattering and embarrassing. 

The Quirinal is now the Royal Palace. It was the favorite 
residence of Pius VII., and from it he was hurried off into exile, 
“whirled away through the heat and dust of an Italian Sum- 
mer’s day, without an attendant, without linen, without his spec- 
tacles.” It-was from the same place that Pius IX. made his 
escape during the Revolution of 1848. The palace was forcibly 
seized in October, 1871, by Victor Emmanuel II., of Sardinia. 

—From the Christian Irishman. J. KenNepy ELtiorr. 


SANTA SCALA 


In an excellent article in the January number of “The Chris- 
tian Irishman,” by J. Kennedy Elliott, entitled “Our Holiday in 
Rome,” reference is made to the Santa Scala, or “Holy Staircase,” 
at the Lateran, up which the writer saw a crowd of superstitious 
fanatics crawling. He goes on to say, “The stairs were brought 
to Rome by Helena, the mother of Constantine, and are believed 
to be a part of Pilate’s house, and the identical steps up which 
the Lord went on His memorable trial.”” Then Mr. Elliott adds, 
“The contention is not, I think, incredible, for the Hall of Jus- 
tice of the representative of the great Roman Empire would, no 
doubt, be distinguished for architectural magnitude.” Would 
you allow me to say that the genuineness of the so-called “Holy 
Things” of the Roman Catholic Church, which are of stone, or 
marble, brick, or wood, can be tested nowadays and irrefragibly 
established or refuted? Well, this “Holy Staircase” has been ex- 
amined by members of the “Archzological Society” of Rome, and 
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that it was not brought to the capital by the mother of Constan- 
tine, and that our Lord never set foot on a step of it, has been 
placed beyond doubt. The staircase is a comparatively modern 
staircase, and all these legends about it are frauds invented by 
the papal Church to nourish superstition and to make money. On 
this society there are Protestant members, and there are Roman 
Catholic members, some of the latter being monsignore of high 
standing. One of these latter, speaking to one of the former, 
who is one of my friends, said, with reference to the Santa Scala, 
“Of course we all know that it is a modern staircase.” When my 
friend then said, “Why does the Church continue to deceive the 
people in regard to it?” he made the common excuse, “Oh, it suits 
them! They know no better, and it helps the devotion.” 

You may be interested to know that there is a second Santa 
Scala in Rome. And my old friend, the late Count Campello, 
canon of St. Peter’s, once told me that at a Vatican dinner, where 
many cardinals were present, these holy staircases came up in 
conversation. Count Campello said, “How can there be two holy 
staircases? How could Christ go up two staircases to reach 
Pilate’s Judgment Hall?” There was dead silence for a while, 
these skeptical cardinals pretending to be shocked at Count Cam- 
pello’s incredulity. Then one said, “Oh, the second staircase led 
down to Pilate’s kitchen!” Then Campello added, amidst a general 
outburst of laughing, “And where do we read of Christ ever going 
into Pilate’s kitchen ?”—From the Christian Irishman. 

[There is also a House of Pilate in Seville —Ed.] 


Christ’s Mission Contributions 

The following contributions were received for the work of 
Christ’s Mission from March 23, 1913, to and including April 
16, 1913. Kindly inform us if any names are omitted that should 
be included in this list: 

W. J. R., $1.50; J. E. W., 50c.; S. A. R., $2.00; Mrs, L. J. 
C., 25e.; J. E. T., $15.00; M. O. W., $25.00; J. G., $3.50; Miss 
E. T. S., $50.00; S. G., 50c.; W. B., 50c.; Mrs. M. J. M. and 

, $2.50; J. S. A. W., $5.00; Mrs. C. A. W., $2.35; W. R., 

oo; E. E. H., 25c.; F. G., 20c.; Mrs. I. B. J., $1.00; Mrs. 
A. O.S., 50c.; L. C., 50c.; J. B., $1.50; Mrs. T. H. and Friend, 
$15.50; A. O., $1.50. 
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Mission Work 

There are great opportunities open for mission work among 
foreign-speaking Romanists in this country, and particularly in 
New York, especially among those of the Latin races. Many of 
these people come to our shores, having already lost, to a large 
degree, their faith in their old religion, because of its identifica- 
tion with political corruption and social oppression. Coming to 
a new world, they expect new and better things. Although they 
may not know exactly what they lack in religion, their coming is 
an appeal to us to give to them the Gospel they have never known. 
We long to choose good and true men, the best among the ex- 
pliests who seek our counsel and help, and send them into this 
great yearning mission field. But such work requires much 
financial support. Will you provide it? We appeal to our faith- 
ful friends and co-laborers to help us to establish missions for 
foreign-speaking Romanists. 


“As it is the special work of a shoemaker to make shoes, and 
of a tailor to make coats, so it is the special work of a Chris- 
tian to pray.”—Martin Luther. 
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